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Current Topics. 


**The Swift” and ‘‘The Broke.” 

We nave the pleasure of noting that Commander Epwarp 
R. G. R. Evans, who was in command of The Broke in the 
brief but brilliant sea fight so vividly narrated in the Press on 
Thursday, is the son of Mr. Frank Evans; and we understand 
that Commander AmsroseE M. PEcx is a brother of Mr. W. A. 
Peck; both gentlemen well known and esteemed at Lincoln’s 
Inn, to whom we offer our very hearty congratulations. 


The Food Orders, 

THE Foop Orpers so intimately affect the daily life of the 
people that they receive, on being issued, immediate and wide 
notice in the Press. In pursuance, however, of our endeavour 
to make these pages a complete record, within practical limits, 
of all war legislation and regulations, we print those which 
are of general importance, and several, including the new 
Cake and Pastry Order, will be found printed this week. 
Under a new Defence of the Realm Regulation (printed else 
where) power is conferred on the Food Controller, by Order, 
to take possession of factories, workshops, and premises in 
which any article of food specified in the Order is manufac- 
tured or produced or offered for sale. It is under this power, 
apparently, that an Order has been made taking over the prin- 
cipal flour mills throughout the country, but the text of this 
we have not yet received. The present food outlook is so 
grave as to make the Food Controller’s task one of exceptional 
responsibility, and his orders have corresponding importance. 
A Criticism of Lawyers. 

THe New Statesman of the 21st inst. contained the first part 
of a special supplement on Professional Associations It con- 
sists of the Draft of the Fourth Report of the Committee ot 
the Fabian Research Department, which has been investigating 
the subject of ‘‘ The Control of Industry.”’ We gather that 
the draft has been prepared by Mr. Sipney and Mrs. Beatrice 
Wess—one chapter, not affecting lawyers, by Mr. G. Bernarp 
SHaw—and that it is part of a comprehensive scheme for 
examining the conditions both of professional and manual 
The first chapter is devoted to ‘‘ Professional Organ- 


work. ; , 
interesting as an outside 


ization among Lawyers,’’ and is 
examination of the profession and its conditions by very com- 
petent social investigators. It starts on a point which we 
have frequently emphasized: that a large and, as it seems, an 
increasing proportion of the work of the legal profession has 
no necessary or immediate connection with litigation. It is 
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and: variety of written documents required 
and wills, and also in all branches of 
ind the importance ot terms of art, 
an exact interpretation in the future, that 
And the need 
increased by ‘‘ the intricacy of personal and 


the compli ition 


lor nitract transters, 


administration, using 
=f) i to he 


occasion now a great part ot the law yer s work 


eure ot 


for the lawyer 1 
and the impossibility of every body having 
the rests in all the 
complicated emergen ies of modern lite ““The result,’’ 
has been, in every advanced community, the 


law 


business relation 


knowledge necessary to safeguard his int 
say the writers, 
opment ot trained and skilled professional class of 
, still (with trivial modern exceptions) confined exclusively 


usually somewhere 


a e 
yer 


to the male sex, numberu it’ present 


about 1 to 3 per 1,000 of the adult male population, but 


W y exercl 


rtion to it 


ing in the community an influence out of all 


prom numbers 


Legal Education. 

We NEED not follow M1 Mrs. Wess into their 
mary of the organizations of the two branches of the profes- 
We are familiar with the Law Society, the authority 
statute law, and the Bar, which is virtu- 
the Inns of Court. 
But they point out that membership of the Law Society is so 
that two-fifths of th 
remain outside At the 
over admission to the profession, and has 
participation in the disciplinary authority now exercised over 
by the High Court.’’ It will be remembered that 
under Lord Loresurn’s Solicitors Bill of 1913 this authority 
to be transferred to the Discipline Committee. The Bill 
read a second time in the House of Lords, and was reintro- 
1914; but since then, we believe, it has disappeared, 
Some criticism is directed at entry into the 
profession, and its educational and pecuniary requirements 
They ‘“‘ are such as to exclude the ambitious young artisan 
in elementary schooling, the able workman 
Labour leader, and even the accountant 
or commercial man who thinks he could do better in the Law 


and sum- 
310n 
of which is based on 
ally under the customary jurisdiction of 


ctively optional practising solicitors 
ame time, the Society has control 


‘a very influential 
solicitors 


Wa 
wa 
duced in 


with much else 


with no more than 
who has risen to be a 
men to whom the easier admi 
United States, the Dominion of Canada, and the Com 
monwealth of Australia has opened up reputable and success- 
ful hardly think that a 
lowering consistent with Mr. 
Mrs. Wesp’s conception of the lawyer’s special sphere 
At any rate, they criticize the professional part of the educa 


ion into the legal profession 
in the 
This may be but we 


career 20, 


of educational requirements is 
and 
tion as being lacking in system and completeness It. is, 
the English lawyer is contented to 


look to practice and the study of particular cases as the safest 


indeed, the old complaint 


cuide, and to ignore “‘ 


any theoretic or philosophical or scien- 
tifie treatment of law.’ Hence we have what Mr. and Mrs 
Wensp call the “‘ arrested development of the English lawvers.’’ 
and they consider that. ‘‘ in the legal profession there is nothing 
comparable with the Roval Society of Medicine, or the various 
Institutes of Engineers, or the numerous societies for the im 
provement of education But how many years is it are 
prompted to ask—since Lord Russett oF KILLowENn pleaded 
for the foundation of a School of Law and all that such a 
scheme might have meant? 


we 


Death Duties and Settled Legacies, 

WE svummarizep recently (ante, p. 364) the cases which have 
been decided on the question of the liability of the residue of 
a testator’s estate for death duties payable in futuro when he 
has given a direction that settled legacies shall be paid free 
of duty. As regards legacy duty, the inconvenience of such 
a direction is not in theory new, since there has alwavs been 
the possibility that the duty would be payable at different 
rates, so that it could not be paid in a lump sum on the testa- 
tor’s death. But this seems not to have been felt in practice, for 
the reason, probably, that the legacy duties on the successive 
interests in a settled lecacyv are usually payable at the same 





rate, and hence are paid at once (Legacy — Act, 1796, s. 
12). The inconvenience is very pronounced, however, in the 
case of estate duty which, since the Finance Act, 1914, has 
been payable on the death of each tenant for life, instead of 
being in effect commuted, as under the Finance Act, 1896, by 
payment of settlement estate duty. As we pointed out, t! ere 
appears to be no general principle of construction applicable 
to these cases, and the result in each case—whether future 
duties are thrown on the residue or not—Jepends on the words 
of the particular will in question. These may indicate that 
the legacy is to be free from duties only up to the date of 
payment or appropriation (e Palmer, 60 Souicitors’ Jovr- 
waL, 505; 1916, 2 Ch. 391); but otherwise the words “‘ free of 
will have their natural effect, and all future duties must 
be provided out of residue: Re Stoddart (60 So.tcitors’ 
JournaL, 586; 1916, 2 Ch. 444). In that and other cases 
the testator died before 1914, so that the words threw on the 
residue a duty imposed after his death. In Re Parker (re- 
ported elsewhere; Weekly Notes, 1917, p. 137) the death 
occurred after 1914, so that the case was still clearer, and 
Sarcant, J., held that, under a direction that all legacies 
should be free of legacy duty, succession duty, settlement 
estate duty, and all other duties, end that these should be 
paid out of residue, the future death duties payable in 
respect of legacies must be thus paid. As to settlements 
already in existence, there is no way of avoiding the incon- 
venience of indefinitely tying up the residue except by the 
intervention of the Legislature, and a Revenue or Finance 
Bill would seem to be the appropriate place for introducing 
such a provision. But, as Sarcant, J., intimated, the matter 
should be dealt with in future wills by a suitable alteration in 
conveyancing forms, and when a settled legacy is given free 
of duties, or when there is a general provision that legacies 
shall be free of duties, this should be restricted to duties pay- 
able on the death of the testator. 


duty ’”’ 


Special Agreements as to Costs. 

Ir 1s well known that the case of Gundry v. Sainshury (1 
1 K. 8. 645) puts serious difficulties in the way of a solicitor 
who desires to make a special agreement with his client as to 
costs under which the client is to be relieved from liability for 
costs, while at the same tim> the solicitor shall retain, in the 
event of success, the right to costs to be recovered against 
In that case it was held that an agreement 


} 
IC) 


the other side. 
that the client, as plaintiff in an action, should pay the s« 
tor no costs, carried the result that, in the case of success, costs 
could not be recovered against the defendant; for costs are 
given only as an indemnity, and if the plaintiff is not liable 
to his own solicitor, there is nothing against which he requires 
to be indemnified. ‘*What,’’ said Lord Cozens-Harpy, 
M.R., in the above case, ‘‘ are party and party costs? They 
are not a complete indemnity, but they are only given in th 

character of an indemnity.’’ In the interesting case of 
McLean v. Carlisle, which we reported recently (ante, p. 399), 
an attempt was successfully made to escape Gundry v. Suir 

The agreement is stated in the report, and is too long 
and special to be repeated here ; but the effect appears to have 
been that the client was not to be liable for the excess of solici- 
tor and client costs over party and party costs, or, in the event 
of failure, for profit costs; but, in the event of success, he 
was to be entitled as against the client to party and party 
costs, just as if Gundry v. Sainshury were out of the way 
Upon this agreement there has been judicial difference of 
opinion. Sanxey, J., held that it was effectual for the object 
in view, and that the solicitor, Mr. McLean, was entitled to 
party and party costs against the client, for which judgment 
had been recovered, but which, owing to the insolvency of the 
other party, were not paid. The Court of Appeal reversed 
this decision, but it was restored by the House of Lords. In 
a letter which we print elsewhere, Mr. McLean points out 
that certain words in which Lord Fintay, C., spoke of the lan- 
guage of the agreement as being “‘ perfectly clear ’”’ are omitted 
in our report; but, indeed, the question seems to have been, 
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not so much on the construction of the words used, which 
appear to have shewn unmistakably the intention of the parties, 
as whether the decision in Gundry v. Sainsbury could be thus 
avoided. We are not sure as to the reasons for the decision 
of the Court of Appeal; but it seems to have gone on the 
ground that where, under sucli an agreement, the principle 
of Gundry’s case is let in, it cannot be got out by the same 
agreement. This may be so, but in fact when the solicitor 
had imposed, by the agreement, an absolute liability en his 
client, the principle of Gundry’s case was excluded, and so 
the House of Lords unanimously held. Lord Sumner criticized 
the drafting of the agreement in a manner to which Mr. 
McLean takes exception, and apparently his was the only 
criticism of this nature. At any rate Mr. McLean has estab 
lished that the doctrine of Gundry v. Sainshury can be success- 
fully avoided. 


Tenants in Fee Simple and the Settled Land Acts. 
AN INTERESTING decision on the power of a tenant in fee 
simple, subject to portions terms and jointure, to exercise the 
powers of a tenant for life under the Settled Land Acts, and 
so override the portions and jointure, has been given by 
Nevit_e J., in Re Monckton’s Settlement (1917, 1 Ch. 224) 
In 1894 lands were settled by deed to the use of A for life, 
remainder to B, his eldest son, if he should survive him, in 
fee simple, with powers for A to create portions terms for his 
younger children, and for B to jointure his wife and create 
portions terms for his younger children. A died in 1916, 
and at that time all the above powers had been exercised 
A had created portions terms for his younger children, and 
B had married and had charged a jointure for his wife and 
created portions terms for his younger children. Under these 
circumstances, B desired to sell a part of the settled lands as 
tenant for life, but there was the objection that he was not 
and never had been tenant for life, nor did he, apparently, 
come within any of the classes of persons who have the powers 
of a tenant for life under section 58. It was suggested, 
indeed, that he was within class (ii.)—a tenant in fee simple, 
with an executory limitation over. But the learned Judge 
did not deal with this, and in any case it seems doubtful. It 
is settled that the existence of family charges may constitute 
a settlement, notwithstanding that the owner of the estate has 
become entitled in fee simple. In Re Mundy & Rope r’s Con- 
tract (1899, 1 Ch. 275), it was held that, where these followed 
the estate of a tenant for life, they were interests which took 
effect by way of succession; and in Re Marshall's Settlement 
(1905, 2 Ch. 325) it was held that the same result followed, 
notwithstanding that the tenant for life, M, was also tenant 
in fee simple in remainder. Swinren Eapy, J., pointed out 
in the latter case that the jointress and portioners would 
succeed to their interests on the death of M, and that under 
those circumstances the lands stood limited for persons in suc- 
cession, and therefore there was a ‘“‘ settlement ’’ with section 
2 (1) of the settled Land Act, 1892, while M was to be treated 
as tenant for life under sub-section 5 of the same section. 
Since he was originally tenant for life, and had only obtained 
a present fee simple by merger, it was not difficult to arrive 
at this conclusion. In the present case the owner had never 
been tenant for life, and as regards the portions created by 
A, there seems to have been no ground for suggesting that 
there was a settlement. These were simultaneous with B’s 
estate. As regards the jointure and portions created by B him- 
self, they would only take effect on his death, so that they 
were limited in succession, and the question was whether he 
could be regarded as ‘‘a person for the time being 
beneficially entitled to the possession of the settled land 

for his life,’ 2 (5) 


, 


so as to be tenant for life within section 2 
Nevitie, J., held that he was, since other estates might be 
let in at his death. thereby reducing his immediate estate to 
an estate for life. The decision may be thought a bold one, 
and would hardly have been possible but for Re Marshall's 
Settlement (supra) But that shewed the way for it, and 


since the Courts have adopted the principle of construing thie 





Settled Land Acts broadly, the extension now made appears 
to be the natural result of the decisions 


Covenants to Settle After-Acquired Property. 

WeE REFERRED last week, in commenting on Re Thorne 
(ante, p. 268; 1917, 1 Ch. 360). to one aspect of covenants in 
a marriage settlement tor settlement of the after equired pro- 
perty of the wife Ali interesting decision on another point 
has been given by Eve, J., in He Pryce (ante, p. 183; 1917, 
1 Ch. 234) 
tract cannot claim the benefit of it, and an action by them 
to enforce it will fail: Tweddle \ lihinson (1 B. & S. 393) 


In general, persons who are not parties to a con 


‘ That rule, however, is subject to this exception: if the con 
tract, although in form it is with A, is intended to secure a 
benefit to B, so that B is entitled to say he has a beneficial 
right as cestu: que trust under that contract, then B would, 
in a court of equity, be allowed to insist upon and enforce 
the contract per Corton, L.J.. in Gandy v. Gandy (30 Ch 
D., p. 67) Upon this, however, there is an important quali 
fication The third person, who thus claims to sue as a 
cestu que trust under the contract, must be within the con 
ideration tor the contract, and if he cannot itisfy t] con 


dition, his action will fail. Thus, while the Court will enforce 
a covenant in a marriage settlement at the instance of children 
of the marriage, since they are within the marriage considera- 
tion (Pullan v. Koe, 1913. 1 Ch. 9), it will not enforce it at 
the instance of the next of kin of the wife or other persons 
taking under the ultimate limitations Re DPD Angihbau (15 
Ch. D. 228) Such a person is a mere stranger, and the rule 
laid down by Lord Lancpa.e, M.R., in Colyear v. Counte 

of Mulgrave (2 Keen, p. 98), applic s: ** Where two persons, 
for valuable consideration between themselves, covenant to do 
some act for the benefit of a mere stranger, that stranger 
has not the right to enforce the covenant against the two 
although each one might as against the other.”’ Thus in 2 
Plun ptre Settlement (1910. 1 Ch. 609), Eve. J held that 
the wife’s next of kin could not enforce a covenant to settle 
after-acquired property against her administrator, and that 
the trustees of the settlement were not bound to interfere to 
enforce the covenant; and the same learned Judge arrived 
at the like conclusion in Re Pryce (supra) It would be othe 
wise as regards property already brought into settlement, as 
to which the ultimate trusts were declared for the next of kin. 
There the next of kin takes under a completed trust, and it 
matters not that they are volunteers. But a covenant to 
settle after-acquired property is not a completed trust; it 
remains executory until the property has been either tran 


ferred or affected by express declaration of trust, and the 
Court will not interfere in favour of a volunteer to have the 
trust executed : and what it will not do directly, it will not do 
indirectly by reyuiring the trustees to sue If, however, a 
beneficiary with a partial interest—¢.7., a tenant fol lite 

wishes to have the covenant enforced, the judgment will not 


be limited to his interest, but the whole property will be 
brought in so that the next of kin or other strangers benefit 

Davenport v. Bishopp (2 Y. & C.C.C, 457). In Re Pryce the 
tenant for lite, who was the wife herself, did not desire the 
covenant to be enforced, so that her next of kin, who were, of 
course, still unascerlained, were not in a position to get the 


benefit of this rule 


The Right to Arrest. 

A NOVELTY was imported into a familiar loctrine 
common law by Mr. Justice Bartnacue in Treheck vy. Crondace 
(Times, 29th March) Evervone knows that any of the King’s 
liege subjects can arrest in three cases, and three only, namely 


, 
i the 


(1) where a felony has been committed ; (2) where a brea h of 


the peace is committed in his presence and (3) where a statu 


tory right to arrest conferred upon him A constable has at 
common law a somewhat wider power; he can arrest on rea 
sonal e uspicion ’ of felony ind where a misdemeanoul has 
actually been committed Ilis statutory powers of arrest, too, 
are wider than those of a private citizen ; but they are confined 
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to epecified offences set out in particular statutes, such as the 


Town Police Clauses Acts, Highway Acts, Prevention of | 


Crimes Acts, Criminal Law Amendment Acts, and others of a 
similar special character. Neither constable nor private per 
son can arrest on 
demeanour, or a mere summary jurisdiction offence 


reasonable suspicion that a mere mis 
other than 
those provided for by some special statute—has been com 
mitted If he arrests on reasonable suspicion,’’ and the 
accused turns out to be innocent, then the constable is liable 
in tort for false imprisonment. Such is the ace epted doctrine 
as set out in every text-book But a curious difficulty came 
before BAILHACHE, J A constable arrested a taxi-cab driver 
on reasonable suspicion of drunkenness; at the police station, 
however, the medical officer found that the man was sober. 
The policeman ought to have dropped the charge, but police- 
men who take this straightforward course have two troubles 
before them: an action for false imprisonment on the part of 
the accused, and disciplinary reprimand o1 punishment by 
their superiors for ‘‘ making a mistak« So, perhaps, it is 
not to be wondered at that the constable persisted in signing 
the charge, with the result that the accused was in due course 
acquitted by the police magistrate. Then he sued the police- 
man for (1) false imprisonment, and (2) malicious prosecution. 
The jury found that the arrest was made ona fide, but that 
the prosecution (which is initiated by the signing of the charge) 
was oom fide. Clearly the driver was entitled to his verdict 
and damages for malicious prosecution, and the judge entered 
judgment accordingly. But as regards the false imprisonment 
a refinement arose. For the arrest, though honest and reason- 
able, was arrest for a ummary offence—not covered by statu 
tory power me therefore not justifiable on mere reasonable 
suspicion, but on! y by actual proof of the crime, at least if the 
commonly accepted doctrine is right Mr Justice BAILHACHE, 
however, here invented a novelty. He held that where it is 
necessary (in the interests of the public safety) to make an 
arrest, a constable may do so; and the arrest of a possibly 
drunken driver in charge of a taxi-cab is obviously in the 
interests of the public safety So on this issue he found for 
the policeman, ordering the costs of the two issues to be set off 


against one anothe 


The Publication and Sale of Law Books, 

THERE ARE several reasons why the publication and sale of 
law books should be injuriously affected by the war. A large 
number of barristers and solicitors have obeyed the call to arms 
They are not likely to become authors of books while engaged 
in military service, or to accumulate books which they must 
leave unread They have in many cases parted with their 
chambers or contented themselves with ‘‘ name on door,’’ and 
have no storage room for the volumes which they already 
possess, which can only be offered for sale at a ruinous sacrifice 
Peace is not yet in sight, and even when it comes a rush to 
furnish libraries is not to be expected But even before the 
war, the difficulty of finding space for books was becoming more 
and more urgent Where was the barrister to put ‘‘ the dread 
fully dull books which cost so much money ”’ as his wife or sisters 
A complete set of ‘‘ The Law Reports’’ will 
crowd many shelves, and he has still to find places for White 
and Red Books, Digests, and a few leading treatises which have 
a fatal tendency to get out of date. We now hear of a further 
cause for an increase in the price, and a corresponding decrease 
in the sale of books. The reduction in the supply of paper will 

all probability increase the expenses of the publishers, and 
compel them to increase their prices if they hope to secure a 
reasonable profit The anxious barrister or solicitor will be 


describe them 


driven to economise, and will consider whether he can make 
any savings in books. He will ask whether he cannot in emer 
gencies make use of the law libraries, or even borrow what he 
wants from neighbours and friends. He will hear that quite 
busy practitioners get on with very few books, especially if they 
are principally engaged in witness causes, or matters which 
depend on advocacy, or the sifting of evidence All these 
reasons will have their weight, and much depression in the book 
market may be the result. But a better time may sooner or 





| later be expected. The serious student must admit that i it is a 
great advantage to be the owner of books, though it is more than 
usually important that they should be carefully selected 








Rights of Way and the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881. 


Disputes often arise, when a conveyance is being settled, 
to how far the purchaser is entitled to rely on the provisions of 
section 6 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and to secure for 
himself the future enjoyment of private roads and pathway 
which have been used in connection with the subject matter ot} 
his purchase. That section, which was originally designed 
shorten the length of conveyances, has certainly not resulted 
in simplifying questions between vendors and purchasers ot 
land touching quasi-rights of way. On the contrary, it has 
tended to increase those difficulties. It has been held that, 
if the effect of the section upon the conveyance would be to 
give the purchaser more than ‘his contract gives him, the 
vendor is entitled in the conveyance to modify that effect, so 
as to give the purchaser nothing more than the vendor has 
agreed to give him The section has not altered the effect o! 
contracts; it has merely rendered unnecessary the insertion 
in the conveyance of the long string of words which were 
formerly inserted with the parcels, and were known as 
general words.’’ But whereas, prior to the passing of the 
Act, two things had to be considereld, namely, the wording 
of the contract and the wording of the conveyance; now three 
things have to be considered: first, the wording of the con- 
tract ; secondly, the wording of the conveyance; and, thirdly, 
the wording of the section. Instead of simplicity, therefore, 
we get further complication 

These observations apply primarily to what we have called 
quasi-rights of way. In the case of a real right of way the 
position is more simple. A real right of way exists when 
the vendor as owner of one piece of land has appurtenant to 
that land a right of way over another owner’s land. = The 
vendor agrees to sell his land to B. The conveyance need not ex 
pressly mention this right of way. It passes under the section 
to B. But,suppose the vendor uses a path or roadway over 
his adjoining land in connection with the piece of land he 1s 
selling to the purchaser, then the queStion arises, first, on his 
contract, whether the benefit of this passes or is intended to 
pass to the purchaser; secondly, whether the wording of the 
conveyance complies with the contract ; and, thirdly, whether 
the section introduces into the conveyance more than the con 
tract contemplates, and, if so, to what extent the section ought 
to be excluded. It seems abundantly clear that, once the con 
veyance is executed, the purchaser can claim ‘the benefit of 
the section, so far as it is not modified by the express terms 
of the conveyance, and that it would not be open to the 
vendor to vo ba k to the contract. 

— the material parts of the se:tion as briefly as pos 
sible, enacts that a conveyance of land shall be deemed to 
im ad and shall operate to convey with the land (amongst 
many other things) all ways, easements, rights, and advan 
tages whatsoever, appertaining or reputed to appertain to tlie 
land, or, ‘‘at the time of conveyance, demised, occupied, or 
enjoyed with, or reputed or known as part or parcel of or 
appurtenant to the land, or any part thereof.’’ A — 
provision, but rather more extensive, is made as regards 
conveyance of lands with buildings on it. The section ap plie 
only as far as a contrary intention is not expressed i in the con- 
vevance. and only to conveyances made after the commence- 
ment of the Act It is not to be construed as giving to any 
person a better title to any property, right, or thing men 
tioned in the section than the title which the conveyance 
gives to him to th> land expressed to be conveyed : sub-sections 


(4)-(6). 
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For the present purpose it may be said that there are three 
kinds of quasi-rights of way. The term quasi-right of way is 
really an objectionable term, but it seemis legitimate to use 
it in the present circumstances, and the meaning attributed 
to it in these remarks will sufliciently appear First, then, 
there is the case of a qguasi-right of way over the would-be 
vendor’s other land, where a way to the land intended to be 
old will, on the conveyance, become a way of necessity. That 
is to say, if the land is conveyed, the purchaser will have né 
means whatever of getting to the purchased land except ove) 
the vendor's remaining !and. That is a strict way of neces 
sity, and, on the conveyance, will become an absolute legal 
right of way as against the vendor and his successors 1n title 
Secondly, there is the case of a made roadway or path, which 
is used for the purposes of the land to be sold, and which 
passes over land to be retained by the vendor but will nevet 
become a strict way of necessity, inasmuch as the purchaser 
in get to the newly purchased property by some other way, 
either because the newly purchased property abuts on a high- 
way, or because it abuts on other property of the purchaser, 
or because there is another right of way to it which the pur 
chaser can use. Then there is a third case, similar to the 
second, except that the way is not over a made-up road or 
pathway, but is merely a cart track or path which has been 
tually used by the vendor in connection with the property 


to be sold 


It is in the second and third cases that all the difficulties 
arise. It seems clear that, in the second case, the section would 
pass the benefit of the roadway That the section would pass 
the benefit of the unmade road or path in the third case 
seems to have been assumed by Eve, J., in the recent case 
of Walmsle 7] and Shaw’ Contract (7917. 1 Ch. 93), where 
his lordship held that the vendor was entitled to have the 
effect of the section modified in the conveyance to prevent such 
an operation, inasmuch as the contract did not bind the 
vendor to grant a right of wav over a cart track which was not 
a way of necessity The learned judge, in the circumstance 
found that a bare contract for-the sale of the land did not 
give the purchaser a right to call for a grant of way over such 


a track. 


To return to the first of the three main difficulties facing 
the parties in these cases—namely, the terms of the contract 
contracts often contain such words, for instance, as ‘‘ together 
with the appurtenances,’’ following the parcels In Bolton 
v. Bolton (11 Ch. Div. 968), Fry, J., held that these words 
did not pass a right to a way falling under the second category 
of quasi-rights of way given above. There were two made 
roads in that case over land of the vendor. The learned 
judge held that one only could be claimed by the purchaser 
as a way of necessity, and that that one could be chosen by 
the vendor. It now seems to have been established—and the 
recent case before Eve, J., is an additional authority on this 
point—that a contract for the sale of land “ with appurten- 
ances ’’ only gives the purchaser a right to strict rights of ways 
over the lands of strangers which are real appurtenant rights, 
or a right to a strict way of necessity in the narrowest sense 
of that terrh Peck and London School Board’s Contract 
(1893, 2 Ch. 315) is an authority to the like effect. 

The last-mentioned case is the chief authority on the rights 
of the parties to have the provisions of section 6 expressly 
modified in the conveyance where the general words which in 
effect must, under the Act, be read into the conveyance give, 
or would give, more than the vendor has agreed to give. The 
conclusion to which that case and the recent case before Eve. 
J., lead is that, in every case where there is any question of 
private roads and paths and guas/-rights of way, the proper 
ourse is to be explicit. in the contrast as to what amenities 
it ommodation. and easement or guasi-easements of thi 
kind are to be sold Then the conveyance ought expressly to 
exclude the section, and repeat the words of the contract. and 
those words only. . 
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April 2, 1917. Edited by Herrman Coney, Barrister - at - Law. 
Stevens & Haynes. 4s, net. 
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Correspondence. 


McLean v. Carlish. 
To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. 
y sez 


Sir,—I observe in your valuable paper a report of the above case 
in the House of Lords. Lam sorry to have to write and say that 
this report is hardly fair to me, At page 400, second column, line 4, 
Lhey provided that the provision contamed in the 
first and second clauses The transcript of the judgment 
reads Phey provide 1, by language which seems to me pt feetly clear, 
that the provision contained in the first and second clauses 
rhe omission of these words would not matter so much if the report 
had not gone out of its way to include the comment of Lord 
Sumner. Lord Sumner was the only one of nine judges who 
In drafting the claus 


the report says, 


animadverted on the drafting of the clause 
I was of course aware of the difficulty caused by the necessity to 
Jt was for 


‘ircumvent the Act and decision in the manner desired 
this reason that I added a final clause imposing liability upon the 


chent to », Whatever construction might be placed upon the agree 
ment [ observe that Lord Dunedin's judgment is omitted in your 
report. 


I think it would be more fair to me to have sent me a draft of 
the report, having regard to the fact that it contains a record for 
all time in a case which is of the greatest possible personal import- 


ince to me I am of course aware that the judgment of Lerd 
Sumner is correctly reported, but none of the other Law Lords had 
any difficulty, and personally | cannot even now see in what other 
way the clause could have been drafted in order to effect the desired 
ybject. The omission of the words used by the Lord Chancellor 


op rates very hardly upon n and | venture to express the hope 
that you will draw attention to it in your next issue, 
Grant McLean 


Mi lesworth H Is Palace plac 
Brighton, April 23 
See observations under “ Current Topics.”’ With deference to our 
correspondent, we do not admit that the reporter went out of his 
tly the effect of the dissentient judgment 


square ) 


way in stating shor 
Surely this was the proper course to take.—Ep. S.J.] 


Public Departments and Legal Forms. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—During the past day or two tea merchants in the City have 
heen bringing in to solicitors in the neighbourhood of the produce 
markets forms of declaration, which the Food Controller requires 
to be made in connection with certain regulations regarding tea, of 
a most extraordinary They are stated to be declarations, 
but they do not conform to the requirements of the Schedule to 
the Statutory Declaration Act, 1835, either as regards the com 
Confusion, how 


characte) 


mencement or the termination of the declaration 
ever, is worse confounded by the fact that the words at the bottom 
are sworn by this day of 1917,” et 
This is not the only trouble Phe form has two alternative clauses 
one relating to a declaration to be made where the business is that 
of an individual, and the other relating to a business run by a 
firm ; but no intimation is given as to whether all the partners must 


sign, or whether one partner can sign for the firm ; indeed, the 
assumption of the public from the for f the document seems to 

that it is the firm which has to de il and it becomes necessary 
for the Commissioner solemnly to inform the intending declarant 
that such a thing is imposs \ perusal of this wonderful 
document, if it should come your way, would, I fancy, interest you. 


f 


Surely, Sir, it is possible, even when the country is at war, for the 


LS A TR 
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work of the pul lie lepartments to be done with some decre 
conformity to legal methods. Possibly there is no ye ntleman 
legal training on the staff of the Food controller ; but if such is the 
case, still the position is not incapable of cure 

I, in mmon with other members of the 
been called upon to volu lor any sort | 
which it pleases the Director of National Service t 
Having most of my mi: staff at the front, and with the sw 
Damocles hanging over the heads of the remainder, my time is fully 
occupied at my office ild and should be prepared to devote 
say, an hour or two a day, or half a day a week, to National Servi 
and if one were allowed to help, as a solicitor of any experience 
could do, in assisting any departments where there is no legal 
assistance to prepare their legal forms properly, one would at any 
rate be rendering some service to the country in the present crisis 
No such opportunity is, however, given. One is pressed to devote 
one’s whole time, but failing that there seems to be no scope fo 
one’s services 


19th April 


The Military Service Acts—Reasonable Excuse. 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Su I have read vy vreat interest the ery able and he 
articles on the Milit | 
the Nolicit / 


possibility these 
form 

I was a little 
articles in questi 
his own views a 
other ree 
which o iv in se 15 (1 hi ery es Act, 1882 

The questions of what is a reasonable excuse, and what is th 

prescribed manne for allowing such an excuse, have, | know 
caused difficulty to many of us 

In a case in which I was interested a man bond fide be lieved his 
age was 42 until he was arrested as an absentee and shown his birth 
certificate 

In this case the Bench (alth uch satistied as to the facts) convicted 
the defendant as an absentee, although after his arrest he had 
obtained leave to appeal, appealed, and been granted a period of 
exemption. No fine was inflicted, but the defendant was bound 
over to hand himself over to the military on the expiration of his 
period of exempt nor any extension there I It was unsu SS 
fully argued that on obtaining exemption the defendant was not 
deemed ever to have been attested 

H DRYLAND 

165, Friar-street, Reading, 25th April 
(The case put by our correspondent hardly seems to be within the 

provision to which he refers We doubt whether in anv case tl 

mistake of the man as to h wn age could be a reasonable excuse 

for failing to appea was in fact let off easily Ep. S.J 


if 


[he Military Service Acts—Rejected Men. 
[ To the Editor of the Sol vs ito an / ye? nal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—I have been much interested in the valuable articles which 
have appeared in your journal dealing with the Militar 
Acts. I do not, however, quit appreciate the position of 
the following circumstances 
He attained 41 last ( hristmas ind ! t conditional 
exemption by the local tribunal on the f 
tions Early in Mareh of th 
for examination by the 
rejected and therefore exce ‘ ! ‘ 8 
handed Army korm W 9) { ial io he asked to 
submit himself again for medical exemption, or does his certificate 
of rejection (ha ny regard to the fact that he wa over 41 in March, 
when he was examined) place hi: utside the Military Servic« 
Acts? H. A. Prsrs 
[The man is liable as a cons: ript under either the first or second 
Act—under the first if a bachelor, and under the tecond if 
married—because he had not attained 41 on the appointed day 
in his case, and has not, it would seem. been discharged on 
med il ground but, merely jected Re Boots (ante, p. 345) 
If, however, his certificate of 1 jection is to be treated as a dis- 
charge notwithstanding that case, then he is not liable, for under 
the new Act men attaining 41 before the new appointed day— 


1... 3 days after notice received under the new Act ore 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


BRITISH ASSOCIATION OF GLASS BOTTLE MANUFACTURERS 
(LIM.) AND OTHERS v. FORSTER & SONS (LIM.) AND 
OTHERS. No.1. 17th and 1S8th April. 

PaTent—EMERGENCY LEGISLATION— PATENT V ESTED IN i 

Enemies—Ricuts or British LickNsees—** PERSONS — ENTITLI 
THE BENEFIT OF Parents, Designs, anp Trape-Marks (Tempo! 
Ruves) Act. 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, ec. 27), s. 1—PATENT 
Prape- Mark Temporary Ret AMENDMENT) ACT, 
(ino. 5, «. 73 
ompuny Unde 
and ¢ cpl yitat 
hottle- making whinery, the legal ou 
] com pt . payment of the ; 
chase / ‘ The asso 
pranted | ( } hy to ne of its constituent 

British ", Vrms » were members of such 1 

mentioned ¢ oC ion ! wa not completed before 

utbreal wu e Boe ade ieing on 1915 suspend / 
pates 


ff 


/ t j ee ( Co them ¢ a fram not Zz 


Hleld he hie { / isdiction to do seo under. the Pat 
Desty nd Lark uporary Rules fet, 1914, and 
ry tmendment) Act, 1914, as, alti 
ritiash ites ed in the patents, the persons entitle 
; enemies 


ot Saryant J rej rted 
tated in the report 
t it may be shortly immarized 
wopean Bottle Co., pf Loledo, 
tents in certain inventions of mac! 
manufacturing I les. The patents were extremely 


} ‘ 


and the machinery calculated to supersede all other methods 


making, so much so that it was thought necessary to re 


i 
I 

output of machines, to prevent an over-supply of bottle 
l 


Company therefore. in 1907, entered into a ivreement 


national a clatior f manufacturers fornn i rermany, and 
the Europiische Verband der Flaschenfabriken, fe i ile 
European right 12 million m payable b 
instalments o millior iarks vhi il ut one had been 
it the time ol m brought ley hip, until complet 
rband then ent 
other bottle man 
mark, and Ho 


e Owens patent 


> ¢ ' { 


pply ‘ 
" iations and the firn f them, in num 
proportionate to the relativ ! 1ona ol lass bottles at 
time of the contract ince utbreak of wi h machines 
ome unobtainable, x t th Vy spec l of the 
f Trade an agreeme br bet wee 
plaintiff mpany al md alle ng the m iy to 
United States May, 1915 
the Patents, Designs, and T: 
Marks (Temporary Rules as amended by the Patents, & 
lemporary’ Rules (Amendment) 4 1914, to do such things as t 
hould think expedient for oiding or suspending in whole or 
part any patent or licence the person entitled to the benefit of 
vas the subject of any State at war with His Majesty, made 
the Owens patents in favour of the defendants, F« 
nd other persons approved by the Board, and 
scribed in the 


during the period of nsion on terms as to payment therefor 


t im 


six Owens machine 
r 


Board of Trad being emp 


suspending 
Sey Lid 


them a ence » ma ind use the inventions cde 


plaintiff mipany heu nsees, Cannington, Shaw 
Limited en tion for declaration that t! 
the Board of Trade were void 


made and 
! tl i L, « dismissed the actior and the 


dismisse 
Harpy, \ ., suid the ise | tul 

efull rgued, but it seeme him that the point to be de 
ould be put in a ver row co ss. The patents in question 
said to be very valuable; at an a very large sum of money 
been paid for them. The gal » to the British patent f 


ould use such a phrase ’ a patent, was vested 


id been ver 


’ r | , ] f+ 
reinigung Aktiengesellschaft 


German company the 
the beneficial interest v » the Verband, also a Germar 

pany, containing ; harehc constituent companies registered 
Great Britain ; ot ountries Sut it was said that that st 
nent did no ew ne e state of affairs, because the Ame« 

endot . had not received the last instalment, making the 

purchase-! ey, from the Verband Whether they had or had 1 
did n een » his lordship to be relevant What was the posit 
of the Owens Company as regards dealing with the patent a 
date of the writ, if they did not receive the last instalment hi 
had not then become due, and might never be paid? It was rather 





except 1 from liability En, S.J 


novel idea t st that a vendor 1 patent had a lien for unpa 
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irchase-money similar to that of 





r re-assignment to the Owens Company ent of default, and 


unsfer again to the Verband only after t 


ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D, 1720. 


to, and only t a 


IAL TERMS GRANTED TO 





EMPLOYERS’ LIABILI ANNUITANTS 


1914 and the amending 
. | WHEN HEALTH Is IMPAIRED, 


Ilis lordship read 





its had made an The Corporation is prepared to act as TRUSTEE and EXECUTOR. 


use the inventions described in the 
Yourt had no power to deal 


sters to make Ol 


\ | usurance to the Secretary— 
objection taken to that was that the insurance to the Se : 


Apply for full particulars 


ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 
HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 





ed to the benefit of those patents was said that the plaintiff 


were also entitled to the benefit of the 


LAW Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH 











n by the Board of Trade, 





privilege of a patentee to 


that he had the been argued that 


Russian captors, 


; u fraud of possible 
» su h order could be made where 
judgment of Sargant, J., 


Lhe South- 


352), he 


released to the 


no jurisdiction in the Board of Trade to make 
was the only point seriously 
The appeal therefore must be dismis 


PARMOOR and 


: heard before Lords PARKER 
n added that he must not be taken to express any opinion whateve! ind Sir SAMUEL E1 


question W hether the agreement between the plau tiff association 


Board dismissing the 
to the respon 


circumstances as 


retaining, not 
enemy property at the dat 


which the 


Where a transfer of 
was induced by apprehension on the part of the trans 
of hostilities between the State to which he owed 
was deemed to be in fraud 


Von gomery, K.( 


hostilities sub 


transferee could 


ipprehension which induced 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


ods had 
the date of 


1 general 


e transferee to prove the com 
the transferee might dis 
ransfer was pursuant to a con 
| apprehended The 


the transfer 


Judicial Committee of the Privy 


Council. 
“THE DAKSA” (Cargo ex). 20th and 22nd February ; 23rd March. 





country and 
hrow upon 


t in fraud 


accordance with the 


= i} luced by appr he ne 


ind their 
finding of 


British captors 


the date of 


subsequently 


have been 


A transfer induced by appre 


1 avainet 


ace Here 


fraud of the 





of the Chief Justice 


shew, and 
induced to 
Britain and 
S.-G., and 
SULICITOR 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
3rd April. 
1914 (4 & 5 


| that the proceeds of certa n barley ' 
ip captured off the 


amburg house had pur 


or Act 
Duty, 
posed hy 


ared that 
hy me shall 


duty md al 


and had tendered the shipping 
on the following day their manager paid to the 


fator wmten 


the invoice in exchange for the shipping 


juture im reapect of the 


of Gibraltar found that although 





the barley was made 
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funda while under ettle ent. and ite o pe ratiom was not limited to 


duties payable nmediat ly on the teatator death 


fe Stoddart 1916, 2 ¢'/ 444 applied 


In this case a testator made his will after the passing f the Finances 
Act, 1914, that is to say. on 16th October 1914, and after appoint 
ing executors and ti iste made ariou pecifi and pecuniary 
gifts, and directed his trustees t et aside four eparate funds, t 
for nieces and their children, one for a niece for he f ind after 
vards upon the trusts de ared of the fourtl vi n va i pec 
of protected life interest ir ther truste than t truste of the 
vill for his son, and after the ! death, for wife and children 
Then followed this clause vl t ised the i of the summon 

I declare that all the I f ririitie ard te iests hereinbefore 
made by me sha be free t te i aut dut settiement 
estate dut wd al ther deatl adutie ind «that I duties | 
be borne bv and paid it in re fuar estate.’ Then the 
duar estat " ‘ t for ' md it f ti | ed 
to pa the funera | testumentar eX pense i debt midd | 
et asid tl ! thed 1 th ] t t 
ind the dut on al evi { | rid fre f le dut ind t 
divide the residue amor rtain persor he testator died 1916 
ind one of hi executor { t the o1 itil 1 i 
the trustee. ot the ‘ ettled fund and the residuar legates 
vere all parties, askir vhat duties were payable out of residue 
respect of the settled fund havin evard to the operation of 
the Finance Act 1914 The residuary levates contended that the 
settled fund hould bear the new duti ind referred to section 14 
of the Finance Act 1914 Numerou ase P ted. ineludir t} 
two verv recent wes of He DOyly (1917. W. N. 7 fe I 17 


W. N. 101 und =the i f Wee Ntodd 
2 Ch ID Ol). # | 
p. 170; 1917, 1 Ch. 242 


SARGANT J ifter statir the wt d the peculiar feature 
this case fhat the 1 executed afte the pa I of the Fina 
Act, 1914 The | the suse exempti evacie from duti 
are wide en igh 1 } t { tator ntent nt include i a t 
duties payable in the future espect of the fund hile unde ttl 
ment, and not t mit the perat 1 of the ise to duth pavable 
immediately on tl t | \ tl ndication t 
be noticed that the i t iven to the 1 le 1 en nm re 
mainder expectant t ! leatl nd that u 1 dut 
one of the duti ! m wi ewac vere exempted. is a duty xT ! 
must be me payable ! ne tuture deat! r} is clearer tl 
the se f de Slo / pra to dec ! in whiel “ase 
I alhere. f here the buts cde the Act of 191 vere my ed 
before the will was executed I a rdingly declare that as to each 
of the four settled funds the declaration to dutic perat 1s 
to include and make | ible out of the re luarv estate all egacy 
ind other dutie vhat eve thereafter I ny irtue of the lim. 
tations by way of settlement of eacl } nds vell a J ao} 
duties as became present pa ble test r death I} col 
evancers might aiter t mi t i t pr ce inst 
the difficulties as to future duties which ma i e, and in the ise 
of future duties t La iture might take steps to prevent hard 
ships arisin trom ‘ ‘ it ! I per ! entitled unde tt] 
ments already in existence Counsen, J. WV. ¢ Vanning; H 
Soricrrors, White & J ira 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 
. . 

Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 

rn © >. . 
WVivision. 
IN PRIZE, 
THE E 14. Sir Samuel Evans, P. 29th Joly; 2lst February. 
Prize LAW—Bowunry \RMED Suir — TRoopsuHie—CALcuLatTion or 

Bounty NAVAL Prize Act. 1864 (27 & Vier 15 1? _()RDER 

IN CouNCTL OF 2np Maren, 1915 

The ¥ 14, @ aubr ne belonging t he British N 4. 8a) ! 
troopah p carrying / pe ¢ lia e for ti / ) d claimed £5 pet 
head of the number f froope nd creu hoard ” e hounty 
the ground that al yi ed ahiy wil nf meaning of sectior 
42 of the Naval IP ivf, 1864 nd the Ord ( new dated Qnad 
Varch, 1915 

Hleld. that ai / p f hel / i? feet 
soned and arn iff if f ; rnd f f ord a fhe f ” 
ship was not armed ah pu thin th ’ y th {es nid the 
Order 

The cases of La Lune (1 // Ie 10) and Sevetal Dutch Schiuyt 


(6 Ch. Rob. 331) apjdied 





It’s War-time, But—Don't Foroer 
Tue Mippiesex Hospirar 


Its ReSPONSIBILITIgs ARp GREAT AND MUST Be MET 





This was a motion on behalf of the officers and crew of E 14, one of 
His Majesty's submarines, for prize bounty for sinking a Turkish 
troopship. The facts and arguments sufficiently appear from the judy 
ment. Among the cases cited in argument were 7’he San Joseph (6 ( 
Rob. 49), Several Dutch Schuyts (6 Ch. Rob. 48), and Za Lune (1 Hag 
Adm. 210 Cur. adv. vult. 

Sir S. Evans, P., in gi is motion for priz 
bounty is made on behalf of Commander Boyle, V.C., and the office 
and ship’s company of H.M. submarine E14. It concerns two e1 
vessels sunk by the submarine in the Sea of Marmora in May, 19 
One was a Turkish gunboat and the other a large Turkish tra: 

(s to the former, I find that she had 75 men on board at the tir 


her destruction, and that the submarine was the only vessel prese 


ing judgment, said : Th 


t 


he destructior I therefore declare that the sum of £375 is payab 

prize bounty to the commander, officers, and crew of the submarine | 

\s to the other vessel, different and important questions arise I 

first is whether she was an enemy armed ship in respect of whi 

prize bount ill is payable The other is whether, if bounty is 

ible t to be calculated according to the number of the crew of 
porto the number ol ull persons on board “he crew consisted of 206 


If that were the determining factor the prize bounty would be £10 
In addition to the crew the transport carried 6,000 Turkish troops. | 


he number of persons on board were the determining factor, the } 
hounty would amount to £31,000 The first question to consider 


he destroyed ship, and whether it answers the des¢ rip 
f an irmed ship” of the enemy within the meaning of secti: 
of the Naval Prize Act of 1864, which is the enactment now gover: 
the grant of prize bounty Counsel for the Crown contended that 
vas not It is interesting and not uninstructive to trace shortly 
history and development of the granting of prize bounty, or head 
money as it is called m olden times. By two ordinances in the 


of the Commonwealth (22nd February and 17th April, 1649) it 
bounty should be given for sinking, firing, or destro; 

any of the revolted s) ps or ot any other fleet that should fight aga 
the Commonwealth If the ship destroyed was an admiral’s, the bo 
vas to be £20 for each piece of ordnance in the ship; if a vice-admir 
£16, if a rear-admiral’s, £12, and if it was any other ship of war, £10 
‘ h gun in the ship. By an Act passed in t 


as to be allowed for each 
fourth year of William and Mary a bounty of £10 for every piec« 
ordnance in a taken, sunken, fired, or destroyed ship of war was ¢ 
by the eighth section of the Statute 6 Anne, c. 13, which dealt 


prize, it was enacted that, where a ship of war or privateer of the enemy 
vas taken in action by any of H.M.’s ships of war, a sum should 

paid to the officers and men who should have been actually on | 1 
the ship taking the enemy ship of £5 for every man living on board 
the enemy ship so taken at the beginning of the engagement. There 
followed two Acts of the reign of George III. (43 Geo. 3, c. 165, and 4 


Geo. 3, c. 72), by which it was enacted that a bounty of £5 
every man who was living on board should be paid for the tak 
sinking, burning, or otherwise destroying an armed ship of the ene 
In the time of the Crimean War, by the 17 & 18 Vict. c. 18, it 
provided that a bounty of £5 should be given for every person who 
living on board any enemy ship of war at the beginning of the eng 
ment. Then came the provisions in section 42 of the Naval Prize A 
1864, already referred to, which is the Act now in force dealing 
the matter, which gives bounty for the destruction of armed ships of t 
enemy It will be observed that in former times the amount of pr 
bounty, or head money, was calculated on the number of guns that 
enemy vessel carried, and later by the number of men on_ board 
In olden days, of course, the number of guns carried was large ir 
portion to the number of men. In modern times the number of 
ery small in comparison, and in proportion to, the men required 
he equipment of the fighting vessels. The character and descripti 
The Gul Djeml were given in an affidavit of Commander Boyle, ex! 
ng a report of Lieutenant Slade; and by Lieutenant-Commander B 
f the Intelligence Division of the Admiralty War Staff. who was called 
as a witness. It was afterwards supplemented by an affidavit of \ 
Admiral Sir Arthur Limpus. She appears to have been a fleet aux 


lesignated as a troop transport, manned by naval ratings, and 
manded by officers of the Turkish navy There was no ¢ | 
vhether he was armed r how she was armed tut it was said 
such auxiliaries were usually armed with about four light 6-p r 
guns Reliance was also placed on the fact that when the vessel 
destroyed she carried 6,000 enemy troops with rifles and six field 
75mm. Krupps No evidence was given whether these were plac: 
the holds or on deck. Was she an ‘‘armed ship ”’ within the me 
of the enactment referred to’ That she was a fleet auxiliary doe 
titute her an ‘‘ armed ship.”’ Besides troopships, there aré 
suxiliaries—e.g., colliers, or ol ships, and hospital shi: 
do not answer that description. In my opinion, if it were pr 
that she carried a few light guns, that would not constitute her at ! 
ship any more than a merchant vessel armed for sel f defe nce N 
vould the fact that she carried troops armed with rifles, and sor 
guns and other ammnnition intended to be used after the landi: 
troops Section 42 of the Prize Act refers to the number of 
hoard the enemy hay it the beginning of the engavement 
de 1. did the eight ection of the Act of Q ieen Anne I} 
t mean that there must be an actual fight, for the enemy sl 
he made to surrender by the presence of + superior force Sut tl 


throw some light on the meaning which ought to be given to ‘‘ armed 


ship.”’ It was decided in The Several Dutch Schuyts (6 Ch. Rob. 4 
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that the enemy vessel must be armed and commissioned to act offen 
sively. In my view, an ‘‘armed ship,’’ within the meaning of the 
section to be construed, is a fighting unit of the fleet, a ship com 
missioned and armed for offensive action in a naval engagement. It has 
not been shown that the transport in question was such a ship. The 
dazzling, daring, and intrepid courage of Commander Boyle and his 
comrades in their entrance and operations in the Sea of Marmora 
excited general wonder and admiration, and were recognised by His 
Majesty the King, and by the heads of other Allied States. But in 
dealing with the application for prize money I must proceed in accord- 
ance with what I conceive to be the law which has to be administered 
and for the reasons stated my decision is that this application for prize 
bounty fails, and must be disallowed. It is just possible, however, that 
at some future time further evidence may be procured as to the alleged 
armament of the yessel. I do not anticipate that it will. But to safe 
guard any possible rights of these brave officers and sailors, in disallow 
ing the present application [ do so without prejudice to any further 
application that they may be advised to make on any further evidence 
that may be forthcoming.—CowunseL, Foche, K.C., and Commander 
Vacwell Anderson; Pease. Soricirors, Botterell & Roche, for the 
claimants ; Zhe T'reasury Solicitor, for the Procurator-CGeneral. 


(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barristerat-law.] 








New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 20th April contains the following : 


1. An Order in Council, dated 20th April (printed below), making new 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


2. Army Council Orders, dated respectively 14th and 18th April, as 
follows :— 

(1) Notice of the Army Council's intention to take possession, 
between the fourth day of April, 1917, and the thirtieth day of 
April, 1917, of all stocks of Socks suitable for Military requirements. 
‘“* And the Army Council hereby require all holders of stocks of Socks 
of the description aforesaid to furnish such particulars as to their 
business as may be required, by or on behalf of the Director of Army 
Contracts.”’ ; 

(2) Order requisitioning such part of the output of Leather Laces 
at certain scheduled factories as may be notified by the Director of 
Army Contracts. , ‘ 


5. A joint Admiralty and Army Council Order, dated 31st March, 
requiring priority for Government orders and contracts in all factories 
employed wholly or partly in the manufacture of Flax, Hemp, or Jute 
goods, 


4. A Notice that the following Orders have been made by the Food 
Controller : — 


The Public Meals Order, 4th April, 1917 (ante, p. 402). 

The Manufacture of Flour and Bread Order (No. 3), 4th April, 
1917 (ante, p. 402). 

The Food Hoarding Order, 5th April, 1917 (ante, p. 402) 

The Tea (Nett Weight) Order. 5th April, 1917 (ante, p. 402). 

The Malt (Restriction) No. 2 Order, 12th April, 1917 (ante, p. 418) 


5. Admiralty Notices to Mariners, as follows: 


(1) No. 416 of the year 1917: England, South Coast—Weymouth 
Bay Approach. Worbarrow Bay—Firing Practice Area Southward 
of. 

Notice that a field firing range has been established in the 
vicinity and stating the limits of dangerous area. 

(2) No. 413 of the year 1917 (being a revision of No. 351 of 
1917, which is cancelled English Channel, North Sea, Southern 
Portion, with Rivers Thames and Medway and Approaches : Pilotage 
and Traffic Regulations. 


The London Gazette of 24th April contains the following : 

6. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dated 24th 
April, of certain additions or corrections to the lists of persons whom 
articles to be exported to China and Liberia may be consigned. 


_@. A Notice, dated 24th April, that appointments have been made to 
the Appeal Tribunals under the Military Service Acte as follows: 
County of Denbigh (3), East Central District of the West Riding of 
Yorkshire (1), 


8. An Army Council Order, dated 28th February, requiring “all 
persons engaged at any time before or after the date hereof in the pur- 
chase, sale, distribution, storage, or shipment of hides or skins of any 
description, or in the manufacture of leather from such hides or skins as 
atoresaid, or of any articles wholly or partly manufactured therefrom, or 
in the purchase, sale, distribution, storage or shipment of such leather or 
articles aforesaid, or of any articles or materials required for the purpose 
of such manufacture as aforesaid, to furnish to the Director of Army 
Contracts such particulars as to their business as may be required on his 


behalf.” 





EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq 


Archibald Herbert James, Esq. 

Wiiliam Maples, Esq. 

Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 

The Rt. Hun. Sir Walter G. F. Phillimore, 
Bart, D.C. L. 

Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 

Mark Lemon Romer, Eaq., K.C. 

The Hon. Sir Charles Russell, Bart. 

Charles Wigan, Esq. 


W.C. 


James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.C. 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Felix Cassel, Esq., K.C. 

Edmund Church, Esq. 

Philip G. Collins, Esq. 

Harry Mitton Crookenden, Esq. 
Robert William Dibdin, Esq. 

Charles Baker Dimond, Esq. 

L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 


FUNDS EXCEED - - £5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 
without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium, 


W. P. PHELPS, Afanager. 





We also print below the following Food Orders 
The Wheat, Barley and Oats (Prices) Order, 1917, 16th April. 
The Barley (Requisition) Order, 1917, 16th Aypril 
Phe Cake and Pastry Order, 1917, 18th April. 


New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL 
[Recitals 
It is hereby ordered that the following amendment be made in the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations 


C'ontrol of Food Fuctories 
After Regulation 2c. the following regulation shall be inserted 


2aG. 1) Where the Food Controller is of opimon that it 1s 
necessary or expedient to do so for the purpose of his powers and 
duties, he may by order apply the provisions of this regulation to 
factories and workshops and other premises in which any article 
of food spe ified in the order is manufactured or produc ed or adapted 
and any euch order may apply either generally to all such 
workshops and premises, or to any class or des ription of 
workshops, and premises, or to any special factories, 


for sale; 
factories, 
such factories, 
workshops and premises 

(2) Any factory, workshop or premises to which this re gulation is 
so applied, shall by virtue of the order pass into the possession of the 
Food Controller as from the date of the order or from any later 
date mentioned in the order, and the occupier of every such factory, 
workshop or premises, and every officer of such occupier, and where 
the occupier is a company, every director of the company, shall 
comply with the directions of the Food Controller as to the manage 
ment and user of the factory, workshop or premises, and if he fails 
to do so, he shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regu 
lations ' 

(3) It is hereby declared that the possession by the Food Con 
troller under this regulation of any factory, workshop or premises 
shall not affect any liability of the actual occupier thereof, under 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, or any Act amending the 
same 
4) Any order of the Food Controller under this regulation may 
be revoked or varied as occasion requires.” 


20th April ° 


Food Orders. 
The Wheat, Barley and Oats (Prices) Order, 1917. 
In exer« ise. &c., the Food Controller hereby orders aa follows 
1. Marimum Prices Except under the authority of the Food Con 
other than kiln dried barley) or oats harvested 


troller no wheat, barley 
be sold at prices exceeding 


in the United Kingdom in the year 1916 ma 
prices at the following rates 
Wheat 78s. per quarter of 480 Ibs 
Barley 65s. per quarter of 400 Ibs 
Oats—55s, per quarter of 312 Ibs 
2. Delirery.—The buyer shall be entitled to require the grain to be 
placed on rail or (at the option of the eeller) to be deli ered to the 
buyer's premises, and no additional charge may be made in respect 
thereof. 


3. Contract 


Except in so far as the Food Controller may in any 
particular case otherwise determine, the following provision shall have 
subsisting at the date of this Order for 


effect in the ise of any contract 
ontract price exceeds 


the sale of any of the grains mention ed where the 
the permitted maximum price 
The contract shall stand so far as conce 


been paid for or hae been delivered or whi hu 


any such grain which has 
nder the contract is to be 






























































delivered within one month from the date of such contract, but other- 2. Added substances.—In the making of any cake, bun, scone or 
an shall he avoid. . 4 y 3 , or 

wise shall be avoid biscuit, no edible substance shall be added to thé exterior of the cak 
mixture or dough after it has been mixed, or to the article during {1 

process of or after baking. » 

| 

| 

| 











4. Offer nd | ) persc hall sell or buy « fier to sell 
buy | nti t rmitted 
of any four and sugar Cake No cake shall contain more than 15 
rans more than 30 per cent. of wheaten flour. 
ails 


" 


shall contain more than 10 per cent. of sugar or n 
this Order o1 »f wheaten flour. 
travention tl 
nat the Defence 
y every air tor 
offence ayainst 
with 


me shall contain any sugar or more than 5O per c 


uit shall contain more than 15 per cent. of sugar 
Phe pe tage shall be determined in every case by reference t 
ight of the baked article taken at any time. The percentage of su 
ill be ascertained by analysis of a sample representing a fair aver 
the whole article, and all sugar contained in the baked article s 
» taken into account, in whatsoever form it may have been introdu 


Lixceptions.—The foregoing provisions of this Order shall not ap; 
any cake or biscuit proved to have been made before the 23rd Ap: 
1917 
5. Warranties.—The provisions of the Sale of Food and Drugs A 
) warranties and invoices shall apply to any proceedings und: 
oing provisions of this Order in the same way as they ap; 
iings under those Acts. 
Any person authorized by the Food Controller 
its and measures may enter upon any pren 
0 suspect any article is being made or sold 
se : ae ntravention of this Order, and take sam; 
The Barley (Requisition) Order, 1917. 
‘ shall apply to articles made or supplied 
it applies to articles made or supplied 


hopes a) The following provision shall ap 
place as defined in the Public Meals Order, 191 
om that Order under clause 7 (4) thereof : 


idual customer shall be served at any meal whatsor 

gins between the hours of 3 p.m. and 6 p.m. with n 
ozs. in the whole of bread, cake, bun, scone and biscuit 
clause shall not apply to any public eating place where 
No customer is ever charged more than 6d. in respect 
iding the charge for beverages) begun between 3 

vhich does not include meat, fish or eggs; and 

is exhibited on every tariff card and also in a 

uous position in every room where meals are usually served 





0 ! — to the effect that no customer will be so charged. 
tatement on t ed fror on Li itn a4 rhis clause shall not come into force until the 23rd April, 1917 
ticular ns ’ ‘ ! heir posses } inde 1 ‘ r 2 ; ‘ 
sine , ‘ F . wts. if anv. fe 9. Interpretatior For the purpose of this Order the express 
she ' n Flour ’’ shall mean any flour for the time being author 
to be i in the manufacture of wheaten bread, and the expressi 
include glucose 
f any person acts in contravention of this Order or 
ler person in doing anything in contravention of t 
! guilty of a summary offence against the Defence 
ulations, and if such person is a company every dir 
ompany is also guilty of a summary offence aga 
he proves that the contravention took pla 
1out his knowledye or consent. 
Titl I} Order may be cited as the Cake and Pastry Or 
Devonport, 
April, 1917. Food Controll 


Societies. 


The Union Society of London. 


net at the Middle Temple Common Room on Wednesd 

at 8 p.m he subject for debate was: “ That 

private property at sea should be assimilated 

ing with the same matter on land.’’ Opener, Mr. Stran 
Wilson. The motion was lost. 


€ 
director 
igainst 


k place 


Orde 








The Cakes and Pastry Order, 1917. . . : 
. At a meeting held on the 19th inst., says the Times, in the Commit 
oa ereny nde cs . | Reom of Llovd’s of the Marine Insurance Committee, which is repres 

o British under-writers, the report of the Dominions Royal | 
vas considered, and it was decided to support the recomm« 
1. Ma p> ay sale ¢ é J erson shal tl | dation for legislation on the lines of the Harter Act of the { 
the 2lst Apri ma ttemprt ma I i it he | States This Act imposes liability on the shipowner for the neglige 
24th April, 1917 rol { I I é of h ervants in the stowage, delivery, Ke. , of merc handise, and leg! 

a) Any crumpet, 1 P ; f bre r any lig lation on similar lines has been adopted in ( anada, Australia, and Ni 
» ff . ! “ ' . ‘ : Zealand Che present recommendation of the Commissioners, whi 
bi ») Bigening bi he biscuit, to | supported by underwriters, is that such legislation should be passed | 
po Rem Bry ly yut also in South Africa and Newfoundland 


the requirements of the 


tative 
mission 


u 


this country, ! 
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India at the Imperial Conference. 


At a meeting of the Imperial War Conference on 13th April, a resolu 
tion was passed unanimously that in its view India should be fully 
represented at all future Imperial Conferences. 


This resolution was notified to the Viceroy by the Secretary of State for 
India on 20th April in the following telegram : — 

I have great pleasure in transmitting to your Excellency the following 
resolution unanimously passed by the Imperial War Conference on t 


motion of Sir R. Borden, seconded by Mr. Massey : 


The Imperial War Conference desires to place on record its view 
that the resolution of the Imperial Conference of 20th April, 1907, 
should be modified to permit of India being fully represented at all 
future Imperial Conferences, and that the necessary steps should be 
taken to secure the assent of the various Governments in order that 
the next Imperial Conference may be summoned and constituted 
accordingly. 
As explained by Lord Hardinge in the Legislative Council on 22nd 
September, 1915, the constitution of the Imperial Conference was fixed 
by the Conference itself and can only be altered by consent of all the 
Governments concerned. The present Conference, being summoned 
exceptionally and for a special purpose, did not feel competent to alter 


the constitution of the ordinary Conferences, but your Excellency will 


be gratified by. their ready acceptance of the claim to representation 
preferred by your Government and by the recommendation made by 
them to the Governments concerned. His Majesty's Government wi 
take the necessary steps to carry out this resolution. 





Companies. 





Licenses Insurance Corporation and Guarantee 
Fund (Limited). 


The twenty-seventh ordinary general meeting of the above company 


was held on Friday, 30th March, at the Institute of Chartered Account 
ants, Moorgate-place, E.C., Mr. A. W. Ruggles-Brise (the chairman 
presiding. 


The chairman said : It is difficult in these times to estimate the opera 
tions of a company like ours, and indeed most insurance companies, but 
I am happy to say there is no room to doubt that progress and profit 
have been made by us in the last twelve months, though it may not 
be easy to appreciate its full significance. There is only one enterprise 
to-day—the absorbing, duty-calling war. Energy in other directions is 
a dubious merit. We, like others, have all our nerves and sinews of 
work diverted, and so shareholders must accept a humdrum mark-time 
record. It would not have been surprising if it had been an unprofit 
able year, for expenses are rendered abnormally high by all the circum 
stances. Yet, as a matter of fact, we have got along quite well. We 
have increased our income by £26,038, and our assets by £41,836, we 
are paying our usual dividend of 8 per cent., and carrying forward 
£12,000, against £8,000 last year. This progress bears testimony to 
our fine, inherent qualities, and gives a sure prospect, in my opinion 
of rapid developments after the war 

Our greatest difficulty, and one, I suppose, of universal experience, 
is that all additional capital that we can accumulate is negatived as 
fast as made by the depreciations in the market values of our whole 
range of investments. Not only this, but income suffers too, not so 
much by lower dividends as by higher taxation, so that efforts to 
advance only amount to resisting retreat, and it looks something like 
‘“‘ ploughing the sands.’’ So far as that aspect of the situation is con 
cerned, I must say I see little prospect of improvement after the war. 
for this reason: we are all putting savings into War Loans (yom 
company has put in £100,000) at the very attractive rate of 5 per cent., 
or thereabouts, but in reality we are only lending to onrselves, for 
whatever we receive in interest we obviously have to pay in taxes. It 
is only for me to tell you that the lamentable fall in our investments 
from the prices they cost us from first to last amounted at 3lst Decem 
ber last to £83,969, for which, as you will see, we have ample provi 
sion. Still, it is none the less hard that so large a share of the profits 
from our labours should be thus swept away. 

I suppose that although we must modestly call ourselves a compara 
tively small company, there are few amongst all the insurance institu 
tions whose financial position is more solid than ours in comparison 
with liabilities, and I use the expression literally and speak with a 
full sense of the responsibility of such statement. Now that we are 
transacting almost all classes of insurance business, we have entered a 
zone where comparisons are on a large scale. But I should like our 
shareholders to remember that we are among the newer arrivals in 
this competitive zone, and that owing to the pooling system of insurance 
peculiar to us, we are necessarily non-tariff. I do not believe 
that any new office can lay itself out for rapid progress with due 
regard to safety and reputation, and least of all can a non-tariff office 
do so. The first consideration with us is‘our reputation, as it repre 
sents the foundations for our future; and not a reputation with the 
public through specious advertisement, but a reputation with the insur- 
ance and financial world, and you will find, gentlemen, that that (with | 


all the prejudice against non-tariff 





ss, and the prospect in 


ympany He was one of those who worke Wi 


he payal le on a 


s only to be secured through great 


ruiding policy and our capacities 


ind when the war is over, there 


rap dly shead 


past, present and future pros- 


have to deplore the death of our Scottish manager of twenty years’ 


debt 1 to the license business 
object of our existence. It is that 
W vn, and have studied 

, that has } ed profitable in our 
has enabled us to create our new 
wre possessed of such great possi- 
business this year has been profit 
the brewers taken separately has 
coming year is no better. Brewers 
absurdly low—and they ought to be 
time to add to the difficulties and 
the first struck at whenever the 

I | say s that when the trade 
behaving so well, it is astonishing 
to the length of gratuitously 

note of sadness in a tribute 

I I LUsE vho have died in the 
Stenhen Coates our agency man- 
yrewers, all over this country, with 
th heart and soul 

personal advantage. He died sud 
lual ind irreplaceable force. We 
», too, was much respected, and the 
1 severe blow Two brave young 
Russell, have been killed fighting 
sualties is no less than the aver- 
taff (nearlw fortv met have joined 
the result that those who remain 

il tl r extra dutic vith the most 
of those workers to whom IT should 
i ld do so ind lually, but 
undlis n that way 1 when we 
iit to select this or that one for 
re due to our managing director 

1 judgment, also to our secretary 
nowledge is invaluable, and to all 
y on the business of the company 


eport and balance-sheet and pay- 


id great pleasure in seconding the 


Alliance Assurance Co. (Limited). 


ince Co Limited) ha resolved 


yurt, to be held on 23rd May, 1917 


share ess income-tax) out of the 


inv at the close of the vear 1916 


hare les income-tax was paid in 


per share (less income-tax) will 


Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
EXAMINATION 


names re in ilphabetical order) 


ite Examination held on 28th and 29th 


bot parts of the Examination at 


Gill, Edwin Henry 
Hallam, George Frar 


illips, Samuel, M.A. (Leeds) 


Ep THE LecaLt PORTION ONLY :— 


Parkhouse, Fdwin Thomas 


re Charle James 
alter Donald Alfred Haves 
Alfred Charles 


es, 31; passed, 21 
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CANDIDATES HAVE Passep THe Trust ACCOUNTS AND 
SOOK-KEEPING PORTION ONLY 

Griffiths, Herbert Thomas 

Robson, Bertie 

lalbot, Ernest Alfred 

Wooldridge, Leonard Gordon 


Yeend, William Wallace 


THE FOLLOWING 

Bew, Edwin 

Bloomer, William 

Cowell, Je hn, B \ 

Cummings, John 

Elliott, William 
Oxon 


ledding 
Cantab 


B.A 


Stuart 


Number of candidates, 26; 


By Order of the Council, E. R. Coox 
Hall. ¢ hancery-lane, London, W.C. 2 
20th April, 1917 


passed, 22 
Secretary 


Law 


Society 


FINAL EXAMINATION 
The following ndidates names are 
were succe ial Examination held on 

1917: 
Atkine, Alfred 
Baldwin, Edwi 
Best, Herbert 
Bernard Compton Ly 
ird Alfred Metcalfe Oswald Killinghe 
Oldham M.A., LL.B. (Sheffield 
Williams LL.B. Newton, Edward 
0’ Kelly 
Powell 
Weeks 
Wells 


in alphabetical order 
26th and 27th March, 


whose 


Judah Ezekiel 
Keene, Charles 
Leathem, Walter Henry 


Cecil Hynes 


John Sassoor 
Wilfre | Malcolm 


son 


Carr, 
Chatham, Fd 
Cook Frant 
David, Elfyn 
(Lond nm) 
Davies, Daniel Edwin 
Hamnett, William 
Harve y- sami l Frederick 
Hodge Hora e Red mors 
Number 


teginald John 
James 

William Edward 
Keith Alfred Jacob 
f candidates, 25; passed 21 


DISTINCTION 

vhom the Candidate 
the name of the Candidate 
nd the following as 


HONORARY 


Solicitor to served under 


T he 
Articles 
The 
entitled to Honorary Disti 


name of the 

f Clerkship foll 
Examination Committee recomme 
ection 


being 


[nip Crass 


Bernard Compton Carr (Mr. Arthur Sver, of the firm of Messrs. Bell 


house & \lanchester) 
by Order 

Hall, Chancery 
20th April 


Svel ot 
Council, E. R. Coox, 
lane, London. W.C. 2 
1917 


of the Secretary 


Law Soc 


Obituary. 


Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Captain F. W. C. Stileman. 


Gloucester Regiment, 
ed to have been killed on 


Captain Frepertc WILtiAm CHEeeRe STILEMAN 
previously reported missing, but now 
23rd July was the eldest son of Mr 
Sunnyside House, Wimbledon 
educated at Rokeby School, Wimbledon 
College, Cambridge After taking his 
1908, he served his articles of 
ind was admitted a solicitor in 1913, becoming 
Taylor, Stileman, & Unde rwood, 3 Bedford-row 
In August of that vear, however, Captain Stileman enlisted as a private 
in the H.A.C.. and juartered with that regiment at Blackheath, 
Purfleet, and Belhus Part In January following he obtained a com 
iptain in the llth (Service) Battalion, Gloucester Regiment, 
ith them, among other places at Seaford, where he was for 
months trair ing re He went to the front im July, 1916. 
ther battalion of the Gloucester Regiment He 
attack The adjutant of the 11th 
Officers and men all loved him."’ 
played for the Haileybury 
1911-12. In September, 
him as one of the most 
ind said that ‘‘ much of 
the energy and wn 


believ 
and 


, 
Ori in 


Stileman, of 
1886, he was 
College; and 


cle gree at Cam 


Mrs. A. W 
September, 
Haileybury 
LA 
erkship to his father 
1 partner in the firm of 
W.C., in June, 1914 


Pembroke 


bridge in June, 


Vas 


Mission aa ¢ 
ind served w 
many ruit 
ind there he joined ul 
fell leading h a night 
Battalion of his regiment 
After leaving school Captain 
Wanderers, of which team he was captain in 
1913, one of the sporting papers spoke of 
popular plavers on or off the football field 
the success of the previous season was due to 


of F. W. ¢ 


mpany in 
vrites 
stileman 


selfishnes 


Second Lieutenant Geoffrey Parker. 


Second, Lientenant Grorrrey Parker, Loyal North Lancashire 
Regiment, who has been killed, was the youngest son of Mr. John 
Parker, county coroner, of Preston. Lieutenant Parker was called at 
Lincoln's Inn in 1906, and practised on the Northern Circuit He 
obtained hie commission from the Artists’ Rifles 0.T.C.. and had been 
at the front two months. His elder brothers, Major Harold Parker, 
deputy-coroner, and Lieutenant Arthur Parker, have been wounded, but 
have returned to their regiments, and another brother, Percival Parker, 


is at present invalided home, 





Legal News, 


Appointments. 


Sir Artour Turinc, K.C.B., has been appointed Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments. Sir Arthur Thring succeeds Sir Henry Graham, who had held 
this office since 1885. He is a barrister of Lincoln’s Inn, and 
appointed Second Parliamentary Counsel to the Treasury in 1902 and 
First Parliamentary Counsel in the following year. He is a nephew of 
the late Lord Thring, who held the latter office himself from 1869 to 
1886, when he was created a peer. Sir Arthur is fifty-seven year 
age and was made a K.C.B. in 1908. 


was 


Business Changes. 


The nominal partnership between Mr. Wiiu1am Pratt. and his son 
Mr. L. H. Atien Pratt, LL.B. (Lloyd & Pratt), 58, Mount Stuart 
square, Cardiff, has been dissolved, and Mr. L. H. Allen Pratt (who will 
shortly be joining H.M. Army) has, as from 20th April, taken Mr. Cyril 
J. Geldard into partnership. The practice carried on by Mr. L. H. 
Allen Pratt for over seventeen years past at Cardiff Docks, under the 
above name, will in future be carried on by Mr. Geldard and himself 
under the style of Allen Pratt & Geldard. This arrangement does not 
affect the Newport firm which will be carried on as heretofore by Messrs. 
William Pratt, G. Ll. Lloyd (now on active service), and S. A. Pratt. 


Information Required 


KATE HOPE, Deceased..—Kate Hope, wife of Henry Oliver Hope, 
of Banwell Castle, Somersetshire, died on 17th April, 1916. Any person 
having in his custody a will or codicil of the deceased, made subsequent 
to 21st May, 1907, exercising a special power under the will of her late 
father, Edward Behrens, or able to give information as to the existence 
of such will or codicil, is requested to communicate with Messrs. 
Srmursox, Cuctincrorp & Co., 85, Gracechurch-street, E.C., 3. 


General. 


Mr. Edward Cutler, K.C., of Eaton-place, S.W., and of Lincoln’s Inn, 
an authority on musical copyright law, and at one time Grand Organist 
of English Freemasons, left estate of gross value £26,384. 

Mr, Macpherson, in answer to a question in Parliament, gives the 
following figures relating to registered newspapers whose circulation 
abroad has been prohibited : 





England & 
Wales. 
13 24 

10 } 28 


Scotland. Treland. Total. 


December 1 . 10 
At present ae 17 





None of these had Leen convicted of offences against the Defence of the 
tealm Reculations 
wy. =." 


yrammar, says: 


writing to the J'imes on the subject of Parliamentary 
“ When in a sélemn message from one great nation to 
another each branch of the Legislature declares ‘“‘ That this House 
desires to express . . . their profound appreciation, &c.,”’ it would seem 
to he time that each House should subject i#s motions to literary censor 
ship 

Mr. Bonar Law announces that the Reconstruction Committee ap- 
pointed by Mr. Asquith to advise the Government on the many national 
problems that will arise at the end of the war has been reconstructed. 
The composition of the committee is as follows :—The Prime Minister 
chairman). Mr. E. 8S. Montagu, M-P. (vice-chairman), Professor W. G. S 
(Adams, Mr. R. R. Clynes, M.P.. Sir A. M. Duckham, K.C.B.., Mr. R 
Hazleton, M.P., Major J. W. Hills, M.P., Mr. Thomas Jones, Mr. P. H 
Kerr, Dr. Marion Phillips, Mr. B. Seebohm Rowntree, Lord Salisbury 
Mr. Leslie Scott. K.C.. M.P.. Sir J. Stevenson, Bart., Mr. J. H. 
Thomas, M.P., Mrs. Sidney Webb. 

Major Lord Gorell, D.S.0., R.F.A., of Kensington Park-gardens, W., 
and of the Temple, barrister-at-law, who was killed in action on 
16th January, elder son of the first Lord Gorell, for many years President 
of the Probate and Divorce Division, has left unsettled estate of the 
value of £8.060. Probate of the will, dated 10th June, 1916, with a 
vodicil of 27th October following, ig granted to his brother, Captain 
Ranald Gorell Barnes, M.C., Rifle Brigade, now third Lord Gorell. and 
bis sister, the Hon. Aura Ellida Gorell Barnes, both of Kensington Park 
wardens, and Ernest Edward Bird, of Gray’s Inn-square, solicitor. The 
testator gives £50 each to his groom Driver Rayner, hie servant Gunnet 
Hill, Trumpeter Purchase, and Gunner Paterson, the latter “in grate! | 
recollection of many happy days spent together at the O.P., and espec: 
ally on 16th September last.” One-quarter of the residue is given to his 
brother and sister, and three-quarters is left in trust for his brother for 
life, with remainder to his issue, 








